Ordering Processes in Porous-Media by Lee, J.C.
The University of Southern Mississippi
The Aquila Digital Community
Faculty Publications
6-7-1993
Ordering Processes in Porous-Media
J.C. Lee
University of Southern Mississippi
Follow this and additional works at: http://aquila.usm.edu/fac_pubs
Part of the Physics Commons
This Article is brought to you for free and open access by The Aquila Digital Community. It has been accepted for inclusion in Faculty Publications by
an authorized administrator of The Aquila Digital Community. For more information, please contact Joshua.Cromwell@usm.edu.
Recommended Citation
Lee, J. (1993). Ordering Processes in Porous-Media. Physical Review Letters, 70(23), 3599-3602.
Available at: http://aquila.usm.edu/fac_pubs/6478
VOLUME 70, NUMBER 23 PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 7 JUNE 1993
Ordering Processes in Porous Media
J. C. Lee
Physics Department and Program in Scientiftc Computing, Unit ersity of Southern Mississippi
Haltiesburg, Mississippi 39406-5046
(Received 19 February 1993)
The ordering processes in a binary liquid mixture confined in a Vycor type of pore and at temperatures
near the transition temperature of the pure system T, are studied using a kinetic Ising model and the
method of Monte Carlo simulations. The results for dynamics show quite clear signatures of the pore
width but no notable difference between T & T, and T & T,. In the results for statics, the small angle
part of the structure factor increases rapidly as T approaches T, in the one-phase region. This suggests
the onset of ordering but the fluctuation of energy shows no sign of criticality.
PACS numbers: 64.70.Ja, 64.60.Ht, 64.60.Qb, 68.45.Gd
Considerable effort has been devoted to understanding
the ordering processes in phase-separating binary systems
such as alloys and binary liquids [1]. A more di%cult
problem of current interest concerns the same ordering
process of binary liquids in porous media, such as Vycor
glasses or silica gels [2]. According to experimental re-
sults [3-8], porous media make the liquid mixtures ex-
tremely metastable and thus slow in dynamics. In view of
the randomness of the confining surfaces, such an effect is
not a surprise. What is surprising is the way the media
influence the liquid mixtures since it defies, among other
things, the usual length-scale arguments. The gelan gum
systems [7] and the dilute silica gel systems [8] illustrate
this point well.
Consider the silica gels [8]. The gel strands can take
up as little as 1.8% of the total volume. This low volume
fraction should allow, unless the temperature is very near
the critical temperature of the pure system T„ample
space for the liquid mixture to retain much of its bulk
cooperative behavior. But it does not: As the tempera-
ture is lowered from above T„ the influence of the gel
strands may be seen while the system is still in the disor-
dered single-phase region far away from T,. The small
angle scattering intensity increases rapidly as T ap-
proaches T, suggesting the onset of ordering, but the on-
set of ordering is unusual in two ways. First, it occurs
above T, although the phase diagram of the pure mixture
(water and isobutyric acid) is normal. Second, it occurs
spontaneously without the usual critical (diverging) Iluc-
tuations; instead, the ordering process is accompanied by
an extremely slow dynamic mode whose amplitude re-
laxes over many hours.
In order to explain these phenomena, Frisken, Ferri,
and Cannell (FFC) argue that, as the critical point is ap-
proached (from the single-phase region), clusters of wet-
ting liquid are formed near the gel strands, which then
remain immobile [8]. FFC argue further that the spon-
taneous ordering is driven by the gradient contributions
to the free energy which may be reduced by removing the
free quid from gel-rich regions to gel-poor regions. This
process begins spontaneously and accounts for the slow
dynamic mode. During this long period, the system may
be regarded as being in a steady but nonequilibrium state.
For Vycor glass systems, there is no small angle data
for T near T, . But the neutron scattering intensity data
of Dierker and Wiltzius [6] appear to suggest an impor-
tant clue. There is a faint peak in the scattering intensity
curve at q =0.05 A '. The corresponding order-
parameter correlation has a length scale of 120 A, or
about twice the pore diameter. This may be interpreted
as representing slowly relaxing adsorption layers on the
glass walls [9]. The peak is notable at T about 3'C away
from T, in the one-phase region, and also at about 7 C
away from T, in the two-phase region. This appears to
suggest that the FFC scenario may also apply for Vycor
systems.
In a previous paper [10], we studied the phase separa-
tion dynamics after a deep quench using a kinetic Ising
model. In the present Letter, we study the same type of
model at temperatures near T, . Wall "atoms" are ar-
ranged on a 158&158 square lattice so as to make ap-
proximately 90 interconnected tunnels which provide a
confining effect for the spins occupying the rest of the
sites. The wall atoms also provide a preferential adsorp-
tion effect for nearby spins with an external magnetic
field. The Hamiltonian is given by
H = —JQS;S~+h+/V;S;,
where S; =+1 (species 2) or —1 (species 8), and /V; is
the number of wall atoms neighboring spin i. The exter-
nal field h is chosen to be 0.8J.
Because of the wall, the spins lose a great deal of con-
nectivity. The spin correlation is mediated only through
the pore space, not through the glass walls. Therefore for
a given pair of spins, depending on the orientation of the
nearby walls, the Pythagorean distance may be quite ir-
relevant for the spin correlation function. Under this cir-
cumstance, a better measure of the spin correlation is the
minimum distance [11], namely, the distance along the
minimum path which goes around (not through) the glass
walls. Therefore we will measure the spin correlation as
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tion dynamics signals the onset of this slow process which
we will discuss more later. Thus we have found three
different signatures of 8' and the fact that the dynamic
behavior shows these signatures suggests that the system
never reaches a state where the correlation length is
significantly greater than the pore size. This may explain
why the usual length scale arguments do not apply. Fi-
nally, notice that there is little or no difference between
T & T, and T & T, in these results. Since the correlation
length did not reach the system size during the simulation
time, this is not a finite system-size effect. We take it to
mean that the ordering process begins at T ) T, .
Next, we perform slow-cooling simulations for statics.
The temperature is decreased from T/T, =1.22 by incre-
ments of 0.02, and after each reduction of T, the first
12000 sweeps are discarded and the next 27000 sweeps
are kept for the averaging purpose. The measured quan-
tities are the average energy (E) and its fluctuation,
C=((E ) —(E) )/NT. The structure factor is measured
for the last spin configuration for selected values of tem-
perature. The results for C are shown in Fig. 4. It is not-
able that there is no sign of criticality in the explored
range of temperature.
The structure factor S(q) is computed from
which emerges at about T/T, =1.10. It suggests a pro-
nounced order parameter correlation in the length scale
of about 22 lattice spacings, or about twice the tunnel
width. Since the order parameter is conserved, the corre-
sponding domain size may be estimated to be about 11,
which is about the pore size. The peak rejects the slowly
decaying small domains confined in the pores.
Both the quench simulations and the slow-cooling stat-
ic simulations suggest that the phase separation begins
above T, although the pure system has a normal phase
diagram. In this regard, the present system is quite
different from random field magnets [161. In order to un-
derstand this, compare our model Hamiltonian with that
of random field Ising magnets. In random field magnets,
all spins are subject to an external field which takes on
randomly difterent signs from spin to spin. In contrast,
the external fields in the present model carry the same
sign. Moreover, the fields act only on those spins neigh-
boring the wall atoms which are arranged in a correlated
fashion. Therefore the fields in the present model consti-
tute a highly correlated disorder.
In all random systems, statistical fluctuations leave re-
markably large clumpy regions, namely, regions in which
fields are all aligned, or bonds take on the same largest
S(q) = (2/N) g (S;S/) cos(q r;i ), (3)
where r;i is now the Pythagorean vector from spin i to
spin j. The results are shown in Fig. 5. In spite of the
noise, there are several features which we consider per-
tinent. It is notable that S(q) for temperatures around
T/T, =1.18 has the same pattern as found experimental-
ly in the one-phase region far away from T, [3,6,8]. As
the temperature is lowered further, the small angle part
of S(q) increases quite drastically in much the same way
as FFC found in their gel experiments [8]. Finally, no-
tice a local peak at q =7 (in units of 2x/L, L =158)
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FIG. 4. The fluctuation of energy as a function of T/T, .
FIG. 5. The structure factor S(q) for various T/T . The
wave vector q is given in units of 2rr/L, where L =158 is the
linear size of the lattice.
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value, etc. Such regions (to be called Grilfiths clusters)
are rare, but still they make their presence known; they
cause the GriSths phase [17] and play the dominant role
in the late-time dynamic behavior [18]. If the disorder
is correlated as in the present model, there are more
Griffiths clusters, and also the size of the clusters becomes
larger. In the present model, there are Gri%ths clusters
along each side of all pore walls.
Examine how the clusters may aA'ect the phase transi-
tion from the point of view of Harris [19]. Since all spins
on the clusters are subject to the same nonvanishing
external field, they favor local transition temperatures
higher than T, . But, regarding the wall atoms as a result
of site dilution on spins, the regions surrounding each
pore wall favor local transition temperatures lower than
T, . Our simulation results suggest that the former wins
the competition. Moreover, the absence of critical fluc-
tuations indicates that the local competitions from
GriSths clusters are in fact so strong that the system can
no longer support a global cooperative behavior charac-
teristic of the second-order phase transitions [20].
Returning back to the results of slow cooling, domains
of negative spins are formed in the shape of plugs [21] in
each tunnel at T as high as T/T, =1.06. In order for a
global phase separation to take place, however, some of
these ill-conceived domains have to break up. This is
di%cult due to the "grip" of the Gri%ths clusters which
creates energy barriers. We find that many of the plugs
remain in their tunnels for a long time, but some of them
do break up —sometimes completely and sometimes par-
tially —which constitutes a very slow and gradual order-
ing process. The peak in S(q) at q=7 reflects the pres-
ence of these long-lasting semifrozen domains. Thus, al-
though our model was designed for Vycor glass systems,
the results support the semifrozen wetting cluster sce-
nario of FFC [8] for gel systems.
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